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EXISTENCE, LINEAR STABILITY AND LONG-TIME NONLINEAR STABILITY OF
KLEIN-GORDON BREATHERS IN THE SMALL-AMPLITUDE LIMIT

D.E. PELINOVSKY, T. PENATI, AND S. PALEARI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider a discrete Klein—Gordon (dKG) equation on Z? in the limit of the discrete
nonlinear Schrodinger (ANLS) equation, for which small-amplitude breathers have precise scaling with respect to the
small coupling strength €. By using the classical Lyapunov—Schmidt method, we show existence and linear stability
of the KG breather from existence and linear stability of the corresponding dNLS soliton. Nonlinear stability, for an
exponentially long time scale of the order O (exp(e™')), is also obtained via the normal form technique, together with
higher order approximations of the KG breather through perturbations of the corresponding dNLS soliton.

1. INTRODUCTION

Nonlinear oscillators with weak linear couplings on the d-dimensional cubic lattice are described by the discrete
Klein—Gordon (dKG) equation

(1.1) iy + V' (up) = €(Au),, n ez,

where ¢ is the small coupling strength, A is the discrete Laplacian operator on ¢?(Z%), and V (u) is a nonlinear
potential for each oscillator. The total energy of the nonlinear oscillators conserves in time ¢ and is given by the
Hamiltonian function

(1.2) Hu)=3 3@+ 53 3 (e w)’+ X Viw).

nezd neZd |k—n|=1 nezd
For illustrative purposes, we deal with the class of hard anharmonic potentials in the form

1 1
13 % — 2 2+4+2p
(1.3) (u) 5 U +—2+2pu ,
where p € N is assumed for analyticity of the vector field. There exists the unique global solution u(t) €
C?(R, ¢*(Z%)) to the Cauchy problem for the dKG equation (LI) with (L3) equipped with the initial datum
(u, i) € 2(Z) x £2(Z4), where u stands for {u,},czs. Because our main results are formulated for small
initial datum (u, @), most of the results are applicable for general anharmonic potentials expanded as

1
(1.4) V(u) = §u2 +apu?t?P L OW*P) as u — 0,

if ay, # 0. The general anharmonic potential V' is classified as soft if o, < 0 and hard if o, > 0.

Discrete breathers are time-periodic solutions localized on the lattice. Such solutions can be constructed asymp-
totically by exploring the two opposite limit: the anti-continuum limit ¢ — 0 of weak coupling between the
oscillators and the continuum limit € — oo of strong coupling [4]. Compared to these asymptotic approxima-
tions, we explore here a different limit of the dKG equation to the discrete nonlinear Schrodinger (ANLS) equation,
where the weak coupling between the oscillators is combined together with small amplitudes of each oscillator. To
be precise, we assume the scaling

(1.5) uy, = e/?a,, nez’
and rewrite the dKG equation (L)) with the potential (I3]) in the perturbed form:

(1.6) iy 4 Uup + eutt? = e(Au),, neZ
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where the tilde notations have been dropped. By using a formal expansion u, (t) = a, (et)e' + @, (et)e ™" + O(e),
the following dNLS equation for the complex amplitudes is derived from the requirement that the correction term
O(¢) remains bounded in ¢2(Z%) on the time scale of O(¢~1):

(1.7) 2ial, + yplan|*an = (Aa),, n €z,

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to the slow time variable 7 = et and the numerical coefficient
vp 1s given by
1+2p 2p+1)!
0 e (1) -
1+p pl(p+1)!
The asymptotic relation between the dKG equation (I.6) and the dNLS equation (I.7)) was observed first in

and was made rigorous by using two equivalent analytical methods in our previous work [23]).
Discrete breathers of the dKG equation (I.I) are approximated by discrete solitons (standing localized waves)

of the dNLS equation (I7) in the form a,(7) = Ane_%m, where the time-independent amplitudes satisfies the
stationary dNLS equation

(1.9) QAL + | An|?P A, = (AA),, neZ’
The elementary staggering transformation

(1.10) Ap=(—1D"4,, Q=-4d—-Q
relates the defocusing version (I.9)) to the focusing version

(1.11) (AA), + 7|4, A, = QA,, necz

In the recent past, existence and stability of discrete solitons in the focusing version (L.1I)) has been studied in many
details depending on the exponent p and the dimension d. Various approximations of discrete solitons of the dNLS
equation (LLIT)) are described in [8]]. Let us review some relevant results on this subject.

The stationary dNLS equation (LIT]) is the Euler-Lagrange equation of the constrained variational problem

1.12 £, = inf {E(a): N(a)=uv),
(1.12) aeé?(zd){ (a): N(a)=v}
where

— 2 1 2p+2
(1.13) Ea)=> Y l|ar—an s 3 Janl?*

neZd |k—n|=1 nezd

is the conserved energy, N(a) = > cza |an|? is the conserved mass, and v > 0 is fixed. The existence of a ground
state as a minimizer of the constrained variational problem (I.12)) was proven in Theorem 2.1 in [26] for every
&, < 0. By Theorem 3.1 in [26], if p < %, the ground state exists for every v > 0, however, if p > %, there exists
an excitation threshold v4 > 0 such that the ground state only exists for v > vy.

Variational and numerical approximations for d = 1 were employed to analyze the structure of discrete solitons
of the stationary dNLS equation (LII)) near the critical case p = 2 [18]. It was shown for single-pulse solitons
that although the dependence 2 — v is monotone for p = 1, it becomes non-monotone for p 2 1.5 covering the
whole range v > 0 for p < 2 and featuring the excitation threshold for p > 2. Further analytical estimates on the
excitation threshold in the stationary dNLS equation were developed in [[7, [9] [10].

Spectral stability of discrete solitons in the dNLS equation (L7 was analyzed in the limit Q — oo, which can
be recast as the anti-continuum limit of the dNLS equation. It was shown for d = 1 in (see Section 4.3.3 in
[21]) that the single-pulse solitons are stable in the limit Q — oo for every p € N. Asymptotic stability of single-
pulse solitons for d = 1 and p > 3 was also proven in the same limit in after similar asymptotical stability
results were obtained for small solitons of the dNLS equation in the presence of a localized potential [6} [16]].

Spectral and orbital stability of single-pulse discrete solitons in the ANLS equation (L7)) is determined by the
monotonicity of the dependence €2 — v according to the well-known Vakhitov—Kolokolov criterion 21]. It
was shown in that this criterion is related to a similar energy criterion for spectral stability of discrete breathers
in the dKG equation (I.I). If w is a frequency of the discrete breathers and H is the value of their energy, then
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the monotonicity of the dependence w — H is related to the monotonicity of the dependence €2 — v in the dNLS
limit. Further results on the energy criterion for spectral stability of discrete breathers in the dKG equation (L.I)
are given in [12, 27]. In spite of many convincing numerical evidences, the orbital stability of single-pulse discrete
breathers is still out of reach in the energy methods.

The purpose of this paper is to make precise the correspondence between existence and linear stability of dis-
crete breathers in the dKG equation (I.I) and discrete solitons in the dNLS equation (I.7). This work clarifies
applications mentioned in Section 4 of our previous paper [23]]. We show how the Lyapunov—Schmidt reduction
method can be employed equally well to study existence and linear stability of small-amplitude discrete breathers
near the point of their bifurcation from the dNLS limit under reasonable assumptions on existence and linear sta-
bility of the discrete solitons of the dNLS equation. We also show how normal form methods (see [2] 20D,
combined with the Lyapunov-Schmidt reduction, are implemented to provide higher order approximation of the
discrete breathers, in the same dNLS limit. These results represent a considerable improvement with respect to
the corresponding results in [19]]. Long-time nonlinear stability of small-amplitude discrete breathers then follows,
assuming the discrete soliton to be a nondegenerate minimizer of the variational problem (T.12)).

The remainder of this paper consists of three sections. Section 2 proves the existence of discrete breathers
obtained via the Lyapunov—Schmidt decomposition. Section 3 describes the linear stability results obtained by
the extension of the same technique. Section 4 gives the normal form arguments towards the long-time nonlinear
stability of small-amplitude breathers.

2. EXISTENCE VIA LYAPUNOV-SCHMIDT DECOMPOSITION

Breathers are T-periodic solutions of the dKG equation (L)) localized on the lattice. One can consider such
strong solutions of the dKG equation (L) in the space u(t) € HZ..([0,T]; (2(7%)). By scaling the time variable
as T = wt with w = 27/T, it is convenient to consider 27-periodic solutions U(7) € HZ_ ([—m,7]; (*(Z%)) with
parameter w, such that u(t) = U(wt). Breather solutions can be equivalently represented by the Fourier series
(2.1) U(r) =Y Amemr,

meZ

Since U is real, the complex-valued Fourier coefficients satisfy the constraints:

(2.2) A = ACm) oy e 7.

If the periodic solution has zero initial velocity, i.e., U'(0) = 0, then it follows from reversibility of the dKG
equation (LI) in timd] that the periodic solution is even in time, which implies

(2.3) A = Ay e 7

As a consequence of the two symmetries, the Fourier coefficients are real, hence the representation (2.1) becomes
Fourier cosine series with real-valued coefficients:

2.4) U(r) = A® 423~ A™ cos(mr).
meN
After the scaling transformation (L.3)), breather solutions to the scaled dKG equation (L6)) satisfy the following
boundary-value problem:

(2.5) WU" +U 4 UV = AU, U € H2,([—n,n); £2(Z)).

per

The boundary-value problem (2.3]) can be rewritten in real-valued Fourier coefficients as

U1+2p(7)e_im7d7' = EAA(m), m € Ny.

—T

—m2uAm &
(2.6) (I —m*w*)A +27T

IGiven a solution  := {u(t),u(t)} to the dKG equation (II), another solution is ¥ = {@(t) = u(—t),u(t) = —a(—t)}. If v is
a periodic solution with initial zero velocity, then the same is true for 7, and since the two solutions have the same initial configuration
u(0) = w(0), they are solutions of the same Cauchy problem, hence they coincide.
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At e = 0, bifurcation of breathers is expected at w,, = 1/m, m € N, from which the lowest bifurcation value
w; = 1 gives a branch of fundamental (single-period) breathers. If the solution branch w(e) and { A (¢)},,en €
(22(Z; £2(7%)) is parameterized by e, then we are looking for the branch of fundamental breathers to satisfy the
limiting conditions:

2.7) limw(e) =1, lim AV (e) #0, and lim A™(e) =0, m # 1.
e—0 e—0

e—0

The limiting conditions (2.7) are not sufficient for persistence argument. In order to define uniquely a continuation
of the solution branch in €, we consider the stationary dNLS equation in the form:

(2.8) QA+, |APA=AA,  Ac 22,

where € is parameter and , is a numerical coefficient given by (L8). We restrict consideration to the case of dNLS
solitons given by real A, for which we introduce the Jacobian operator for the stationary dNLS equation (2.8) at .A:

(2.9) Jo = Q+ (14 2p)y,A? — A.
Since 0(A) = [~4d,0] in (2(Z%) and A € ¢%(Z%) is expected to decay exponentially at infinity, we need to
consider €2 in R\[—4d, 0].

Remark 2.1. Since the discrete solitons in the focusing stationary dNLS equation (LIL) exist for Q > 0 [26],

the staggering transformation (LI0) suggests that the discrete solitons in the defocusing stationary dNLS equation
(2:8) exist for Q < —4d.

Assuming existence of a dNLS soliton A in the stationary dNLS equation 2.8)) for some Q2 € R\ [—4d, 0] and in-
vertibility of Jg, at this A in (Z9), we will prove existence and uniqueness of the branch w(e) and { A"™ (€) }nen €
(%2(7; £?(Z%)) of fundamental breathers satisfying the limiting conditions:

. CU(E) —1 -’47 m = 17
@19 e 0, m#L

The following theorem gives the existence and uniqueness result for the breather solutions.

e—0

:—;L hmmm@:{

Theorem 2.1. Fix p € N. Assume the existence of real A € (%(7%) in the stationary dANLS equation (2.8) for some
Q) € R\[~4d, 0] such that the Jacobian operator Jq at this A in (2.9) has trivial null space in (*(Z%). There exists
€0 > 0 and Cy > 0 such that the breather equation (2.6) for every € € (0, €y) admits a unique C* solution branch
w(e) € Rand { AU (€)}men € £2%(Z; 02(Z4)) satisfying the bounds

(2.11) ‘w(e) -1+ %GQ‘ < Cpé?

and

(2.12) HA(O)Hﬁ(Zd) + AW — All(zay + Z ||A(m)\|e2(zd) < Coe,
m>=2

forevery e € (0, ¢).

Remark 2.2. In order to explain the relevance of the stationary dNLS equation 2.3), let us denote w? = 1 — €€)(¢)
with finite Q(€) as € — 0 and rewrite equation 2.6) for m = 1 after dividing it by €. This procedure yields the
bifurcation equation:
1 [7 -
Q>e) AW (¢) + 2—/ U2 (7, e)e " dr = AAD (e),
™ —T
where U (1, €) is given by the Fourier series (2.1) with amplitudes { A" (€)} ez satisfying symmetries (2.2) and
2.3). Formally, at the leading order (2.7), we have:
1 (7 o q142
mw@m+—/[mmwwmwwW]p

™

e dr = AAD(0)
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Expanding

142
A0 @) + A0 @] = 3 <1 ' 2p> (A0(0))" (aW()) " eie-z-nr
k=0

and evaluating the integral at the only nonzero term for k = p + 1 yields the limiting dNLS equation (2.8) for
Q(0) = Qand AV (0) = A
Proof. In order to solve the breather equation (2.6) as € — 0 near the limiting solution 2.7)), we proceed with the
classical Lyapunov-Schmidt decomposition (see for example [4} 25])). We introduce the Hilbert spaces
Xo = Hgor([_ﬂ-7 ﬂ-]; £2 (Zd))v Xo = L?)cr([_ﬂ-v 77]; €2 (Zd))
and the dual spaces under the Fourier series (2.1):
Xy := 0242, 2(2Y)), Xo := (2, 02(29)).

The breather solution U is an element of X9, which is uniquely identified by the sequence A in X,. In other words,
a solution is given by a sequence of Fourier coefficients {A(™)},,c7 in £2%(Z), where each Fourier coefficient

A is a complex sequence A(™) = {ASZ”) }neza in £2(Z4). The Sobolev norm in space X, is given by

1/2

2

L 212 || 4(m)
s, = (a2 a] )

Let us introduce also the linear operator L,, : Xo — X, which is given in Fourier space by Ly X5 — Xo:

N
(2.13) (LwA) = (1 - m%)A™ | mez,

We define the linear subspace Va = span({ene'™ },,czd, {€ne " },cza) as the kernel of L,,—; in X5 and W its
orthogonal complement in Xo = V5 & Ws. In the Fourier space, we set Vg as a kernel of i}wzl in Xg and Wg its
orthogonal complement in X5 = Vo ® Wo. In a similar way, we introduce the range subspace W for the operator
L.,—1, which is a subspace X whose codimension is equal to the dimension of V5, so that Xy = Vy & Wy, and
similarly X 0= VO @ WO. Any element of X o can be decomposed into

(2.14) A=A+ A, Aev,, Aew,.
The breather equation (2.6) for Fourier coefficients can be written in the abstract form:
(2.15) F(A,w,€) = LyA+eN(A) —eAA=0,
where IV (A) is the nonlinear term. If p € N, then the nonlinear map F'(4, w,€) : Xy x R x R — Xpis C¥ in its
variables. The nonlinear equation is projected onto V;y and W), thus yields the following two equations:

(2.16) H%F(Ajj + A w,e)=0, HWOF(Aﬁ + A w,e)=0.

The former one is known as the kernel equation and the latter one is known as the range equation. We shall solve
the range equation for small € assuming that |w — 1| = O(e) by using the implicit function theorem.

Exploiting the fact that Vo and W are invariant under A and that L,,_; A = 0 by definition, the range equation
in (2.16) takes the form

2.17) (ﬁw _ eA> A 4 Ly, N(AF 4 4°) = 0.

The perturbed linear operator L,, — eAA can be inverted on W for € small enough if lw — 1| = O(e). Indeed, first
write using Neumann series

(2.18) (ﬁw - eA>_1 = [(eﬁ;lA)k] L',

5



where i}; Uis well defined on Wy thanks to the diagonal form:

I o —

— A 4
1—m

202

Let us introduce a parametrization of w by
(2.19) w? =1—€Q,

where (2 is fixed independently of e. It follows by elementary computation that there exists €, (2) that only depends
on 2 such that for every € € (0, €,(£2)),

1
11— m2w? = |1 —m?(1 — Q)| > 51 +m?), VYmeZ\{-1,1},

thus obtaining the estimate
1L v iy, < 25
and consequently
F 1
€L Allyr, i, < 8de.
By Neumann formula (ZI8) there exists ¢y := min{e*(92), (8d)~'} and Cp > 0 such that for every ¢ € (0, ¢),
(2.20) (L = €)™ i, < Co

Since X3 is a Banach algebra with respect to multiplication and X is a Banach algebra with respect to convolution,

the nonlinear term N (A) in 2.I7) is closed in X5. By writing the range equation as the fixed-point equation for
AP

. -1
2.21) A = e <Lw - eA) Iy, N(AF + A7)
and using the implicit function theorem thanks to the parametrization (2.19) and the uniform bound 2.20), we
conclude that for every € € (0,¢p), 2 € R, and Af € V, C X, there exists a unique solution A e Wy  Xs to

the fixed-point equation (Z21)) such that the mapping (Af, Q,€) — A” is C* and the solution is as small as O(e)
thanks to the leading order approximation

(2.22) A = —eL; ', N(AY) + O(e)
which provides the bound
(2.23) |4, < Ce,

for some e-independent C'.
Inserting the parametrization and the mapping (Af,Q,¢) — A’ into the kernel equation in (Z16) and
dividing by €, we obtain
QA" — AA® 4TI, N(AF + A (A%, Q,€)) = 0.
Thanks to the computations in Remark and the bound (2.23), one can rewrite the kernel equation explicitly in
terms of the real-valued amplitude A™) as follows:

(2.24) FAW Q e) := QAW — AAD 4 ADAD| P 1 cR(AD Q€) = 0,

where R(AM, Q,¢) : 2(Z%) x R x R — (2(Z%) is C* and bounded as ¢ — 0 thanks to the bound Z.23). Thanks
to the assumptions of the theorem, A € ¢2(Z%) is a root of

(2.25) f(A,92,0) =0
and
(2.26) D 40y f(A,Q,0) = Jg

is a bounded and invertible operator on ¢2(Z?). By the implicit function theorem, there exists ¢; < €y such that

for every ¢ € (0,¢1) and 2 € R for which A € ¢2(Z%) exists in (Z.23) and Jg, is invertible in (Z26), there exists
6



a unique solution A1) € ¢2(Z%) to the kernel equation 2.24)) such that the mapping (2, ¢) — A™) is C* and the
solution satisfies the bound

(2.27) |A®M — Al 224y < Cee,
for some e-independent C'. Combining (2.23)) and (2.27) with the decompositions 2.14) and 2.19) yields bounds
@-11) and @.12). O

3. STABILITY VIA LYAPUNOV-SCHMIDT DECOMPOSITION

Linearizing u(t) = U(7)~+w(t) of the dKG equation (L.6) at the breather solution U (7) € HZ,.([—m,7]; (*(Z))
with 7 = wt yields the linearized dKG equation:
(3.1) W+ w + (1 + 2p) U w = eAw.

By Floquet theorem, every solution of the 27-periodic linear equation (3.I]) can be represented in the form w(t) =
W (r)eM, where A € C is the spectral parameter and W (1) € H32 ([—m,@; (*(Z%)) is an eigenfunction of the
spectral problem:

(3.2) W 4 200W' + N2W + W + €(1 + 2p)UPW = eAW.
The spectral problem (3.2) can be formulated in the Hamiltonian form JH” (U) f = Af, where

0 1 nirm | THe(l+2p)UP —eA wd, a4
N N E e 1]

Let us represent W (1) € H2,,([~,n];£2(Z%)) by the Fourier series:

per
(3.3) W(r)=>»_ Bmem
meZ
With the help of (2.1)) and (3.3)), the spectral problem (3.2)) is rewritten in Fourier coefficients as
1+2 & )
(3.4) [1+ (A + imw)?] B™ + c(l+2p) U (r)W (t)e™ "™ dr = eAB™), m e Z.

2T

—Tr

No symmetry reductions exist generally for the Fourier coefficients { B (m)}mez.
Ate = 0 and w = 1, the spectral problem (3.4) admits a double set of eigenvalues ) defined by

(3.5) Yy ={i(£xl—m), meZ},

where ¥, = ¥_ and each eigenvalue has infinite multiplicity due to the lattice Z¢. In terms of the Floquet
multipliers

(3.6) o= = 2w

all eigenvalues at ¢ = 0 and w = 1 correspond to the same Floquet multiplier u = 1.
Remark 3.1. The degeneracy of the Floquet multiplier y in (3.6)) is understood in terms of the following symmetry
for the spectral problem (3.4). Fix k € Z and apply transformation

A=ik+)\, m=—-k+m, B"™ =pm
The eigenvalue-eigenvector pair (5\, (B (m)}mez> satisfies the same spectral problem (3.4) but in tilde variables.
Therefore, the spectral problem (3.4) near every nonzero point A € Y. 1. repeats its behavior near A = 0. It is hence
sufficient to consider the spectral problem (3.4) near \ = 0.

Let us review the spectral stability problem for the NLS equation (L7). The dNLS soliton a(7) = e 3 A s
defined by solutions of the stationary dNLS equation (2.8) with real A € ¢?(Z%). Linearizing with the expansion

a(t) = e 2T [A -+ b(7)] yields the linearized dNLS equation:
(3.7) 2ib' + (2= A+ 7, (p + 1) A*) b+ 7,pA*b = 0.
7



Separating variables by b(7) = [b, + ib_] e and @(7) = [by —ib_]e T, where A € C is the spectral parameter
and (by,b_) € (2(Z%) x (%(Z%) is an eigenfunction, yields the spectral problem:

0 -1 0 QA A2 1T by ] by
(3-8) [ 10 ] [ Q — A+ (1 4 2p) A% 0 b | Tl |
Note that the spectral problem (3.8) is also written in the Hamiltonian form JH” (A)f = 2A f, where
[0 -1 weoon [ Q= A4, (1+2p) A% 0 > [ by
j—[1 0 ] %(A)_{ 0 Q— A4y, A% |7 F=1w |

The first diagonal entry in " (A) coincides with the Jacobian operator (Z.9) for the stationary dNLS equation (2.8)).

Remark 3.2. Since H"(A) and Q — A are bounded operators in (*(Z%), whereas Q € R\[—4d,0] and A%
decays exponentially at infinity, the operator (2 — A) = A?P is a compact (Hilbert-Schmidt) operator. As a result,
gc(H'(A)) = 0.(Q—A) = [Q,Q+4d] and 04(H" (A)) consists of finitely many eigenvalues of finite multiplicities,
where o, and o4 denotes the absolutely continuous and discrete spectra of the self-adjoint operator H" (A) in the
Hilbert space (*(Z%).

It follows from Remark [3.2] that if 2 < —4d (see Remark [2.T)), there exist finitely many positive eigenvalues
of o4(H"(A)), whereas if Q > 0, there exist finitely many negative eigenvalues of o4(H”(A)). In either case,
the stability theory in linear Hamiltonian systems is applied to conclude that there exist finitely many
eigenvalues A with Re(A) # 0 in the spectral problem (3.8). The continuous spectrum of JH"(A) coincides with
the purely continuous spectrum of J#H"(0) and is located on

(3.9) oo(TH"(A) = {i[Q, Q + 4d]} U {—i[Q, Q + 4d]}.

The following theorem guarantees the persistence of simple isolated eigenvalues of the spectral problem (3.8))
outside o.(JH"(A)) in the spectral problem (3.4) near A = 0.

Theorem 3.1. Under the assumption of Theorem 2.1} assume that A € C is a simple isolated eigenvalue of the
spectral problem B.8) such that 2\ ¢ o.(TH"(A)) and (by,b_) € (2(Z%) x (2(Z%). There exists g > 0 and
Co > 0 such that the spectral problem (3.4) for every e € (0,¢€q) admits a unique C* branch of the eigenvalue—
eigenvector pair with \(€) € C and { B (€)Y men € (22(Z; 02(Z4)) satisfying the bounds

(3.10) IA(€) — eA] < Cpé?,
(3.11) IBY = by —ib_||p2(zay + | BTV = by + ib_||p2(z4) < Coe,
and
(3.12) 1Bl zay + > 1B™ 224y < Coe,
m>=2

forevery e € (0, ¢).

Proof. We adopt the same Hilbert spaces as those used in the proof of Theorem 2.1l Any element of X, can be
decomposed into

(3.13) B=B'+B", BleV,, B eW.
We assume that w(e) and {A"™ (¢)},,¢z are given by Theorem 2.1l with the error bounds (Z11)) and (Z12). Let us
introduce the linear operator M) ., : Xo — Xo:
55" mw)?] B
(3.14) (MB) ™ = 1+ A+ imw)?] B, m e,
The spectral problem (3.4) for Fourier coefficients can be written in the abstract form:

(3.15) F(B,\€) i= M) (B + €S(A(e), B) — eAB = 0,
8



where S(A(e), B) is the linear map on B obtained from the nonlinear term N(A). Since p € N, the map
F(B,)\e) : Xg x Cx R — Xgis C¥ in its arguments. Projecting equation (3.13) onto Vj and W yields
the following range and kernel equations, respectively:

(3.16) My, F(B* + B’ A\, ¢) =0, My, F(B* 4+ B’ A\ ¢) = 0.

The range equation in system (3.16]) can be solved in the same way as the range equation in system (2.16). By
using the implicit function theorem, for every € € (0,¢), A € C, and B! € V5 C Xy, there exists a unique solution
B’ € W, C Xj of the range equation HVOF(Bﬁ + B’, e\, €) = 0 such that the mapping (B*, A, e) — B’ is C¥
and the solution is as small as O(¢) thanks to the bound
(3.17) 1B, < Ce,
for some e-independent C'.

Inserting w = 1— %69—1—0(62), A = €A, and the C* mapping (B*, A, €) — B’ into the kernel equation in system
(3.16) and dividing by €, we obtain the following system of two equations on the two amplitudes (B M. B (_1)):

(Q 4+ 2iA)BED — ABED 4y A% [(p 4+ 1)BED 4 pB<—1>]
(3.18) +eREV(BW BED A 6) =0,

where RED(BM, BED A ) : 2(24) x £2(Z%) x R x R — (%(Z%) is a linear map on (B, B(-1) with C¥
coefficients which are bounded as ¢ — 0 thanks to the bound (3.17). In the derivation of numerical coefficients in
(3:18), we have used the following explicit computation:

i / [Ae™ + Ae=T]* [B<1>eir+ B(—ne_w] FI

2p s

_ Z <2p>A2p / [B(l)ei(2k—2p+1$1)r_’_B(—l)ei(2k—2p—1$1)7 dr
0 —17r

_ pt1l ey %

- 2p+17p“4 Bt o +1’YPA B

At e = 0, the system (3.18) becomes the spectral problem (3.8)) in variables B! = b, 4 ib_. It is assume that
A is a simple isolated eigenvalue in the spectral problem (3.8) with 2A ¢ o.(JH"(.A)) and a related eigenvector
(by,b_) € £2(Z%) x (*(Z%). For € # 0, the eigenvalue A becomes the characteristic root of the linear system
(B318). By the analytic perturbation theory for closed linear operators (see Theorem 1.7 in Chapter VII on p. 368 in
[14]), simple characteristic roots and the associated eigenvectors are continued in € as C* functions. This completes
justification of the bounds (3.10) and B.11). O

Remark 3.3. If 2A € iR\o.(TH"(A)), the bound (310) is not sufficient to guarantee that the eigenvalue \
remains on tR.

In order to obtain a definite prediction that the simple isolated eigenvalue A € iR of the spectral problem (3.8)
persist as a simple isolated eigenvalue \ € iR of the spectral problem (3.4)), we use the Krein signature theory for
linearized Hamiltonian systems. Consider the linearized dKG equation (3.I) and define

(3.19) k(w) =1 Y wyily — Wiy

nezd
It is straightforward to verify that k(w) is independent of ¢. Let us represent the eigenvalue-eigenvector pair by
w(t) = W(r)eM with A € C and W (7) € H2, ([—m, 7); (2(Z%)). Then, k(w) = K (W, \)eM V! with

per
(3.20) KW, ) i=iw Y (Wu Wy, = W, W) —i(A = X)) Y (W]
nezd nezd

The following lemma reproduces the main result of the Krein theory.
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Lemma 3.1. Let A € C be a simple isolated eigenvalue in the spectral problem (3.2) with the eigenvector W (1) €
H2 (=, 7); C2(Z)). Then, K(W,\) = 0 if Re()) # 0 and K(W, \) # 0if X € iR\{0}.

Proof. The spectral problem (3.2) can be formulated in the Hamiltonian form JH” (U) f = Af., where f = (W, Q),
J* = —J=J71 and H"(U) is self-adjoint in L2 ([—, n]; £2(Z%)). Since Q = AW + wW’, we note that

per
AK(W,\) = ilH"(U)F, f) = i(f. H"(U)f) = =AK (W, \),

so that if Re(A) # 0 then K(W,\) = 0. If A € iR\{0} is a simple isolated eigenvalue, then we claim that
K (W, ) # 0. Indeed, if we assume K (W, \) = 0, then there exists a generalized eigenvector from solution of the
nonhomogeneous equation

JH"(U)g =G+ f,
since the condition of the Fredholm alternative theorem is satisfied:

L) = ATHH(U)F f) = —iK (W) = 0.

Therefore, A is at least a double eigenvalue in contradiction with the assumption that A is simple. Therefore,
K(W,\) #0. g

Equipped with Lemma[3.I] we can now prove an analogue of Theorem [3.1] about persistence of simple isolated
eigenvalues on ¢RR.

Theorem 3.2. Under the assumption of Theorem 21 assume that A € iR\{0} is a simple isolated eigenvalue of
the spectral problem B.8) with (by,b_) € £?(Z%) x (?(Z%). There exists ¢y > 0 and Cy > 0 such that the spectral
problem (34) for every € € (0, €q) admits a unique C* branch of the eigenvalue—eigenvector pair with \(e) € iR

and { B (€)Y pmen € (22(Z; 02(24)) satisfying the bounds B10), GI1), and BI2).

Proof. By Remark[3.3] we only need to prove that A(¢) = €A + O(¢?) remains on iR. By smoothness of the branch
of eigenvalue-eigenvectors in €, we can compute the limit ¢ — 0 for the Krein quantity K (W, \) in (3.20). We
obtain

lim K(W, ) = 2||BY ”?2(zd) —2/BCY ”?2(2(1)

e—0
= 4i(b_, b+>gz(zd) — 4i{by, b_>gz(Zd),
which is the Krein quantity for the spectral problem (3.8). Since A € iR\{0} is simple and isolated, the Krein
quantity for the spectral problem (3.8) enjoys the same properties as in Lemma 3.1l In particular, it is real and

nonzero. By continuity in €, K(W,\) is nonzero for every ¢ € (0,¢p), so that by Lemma 3.1} the eigenvalue
A(€) = eA + O(€?) of the spectral problem (3.2) satisfies Re(\) = 0. O

Remark 3.4. Theorem 3.1l and imply that the spectral stability of ANLS solitons is transferred to the spectral
stability of dKG breathers if bifurcations of new isolated eigenvalues from the continuous spectrum in (3.9) do
not result in the appearance of new eigenvalues with Re(\) # 0 in the spectral problem (3.8). Such arguments
follow from the Krein theory [21)]. In the anti-continuum limit of the ANLS equation (L.7Z), one can find conditions
excluding bifurcations of new isolated eigenvalues from the continuous spectrum of the spectral problem (3.8)) [24]].

4. LONG-TIME NONLINEAR STABILITY VIA RESONANT NORMAL FORMS

Normal forms are used to reveal important aspects in the dynamics of a given evolution equation. Typically,
these are obtained via near-identity nonlinear transformations, exploiting a natural small parameter of the system.

The resonant normal form we are constructing here is based on the scheme already illustrated in [2} [5]]: this
scheme is suitable for infinite dimensional Hamiltonian systems and can be implemented by working at the level
of either the Hamiltonian fields (as we decide to do, following [2]]) or the Hamiltonian function (as in [3], where
the norm of the fields are derived).

In what follows we first present a result according to which the Hamiltonian of our problem can be put into a
resonant normal form up to an exponentially small remainder. The truncated normal form represents a generalized
dNLS equation in the same spirit as in [20]. We then give a theorem about the existence of a breather for the
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dKG equation, exponentially close to discrete soliton of the normal form; we stress here that such an estimate is a
significant improvement with respect to the one obtained in where the two objects were proven to be only order
one close in the small parameter. As a last step, under additional hypothesis that the dNLS soliton is a minimizer
in the variational problem we state a stability result for the discrete breathers on an exponentially long time
scale. The proofs of the above mentioned results are illustrated respectively in Subsections d.4land E3]

4.1. Setting, preliminaries and normal form result. We consider the Hamiltonian corresponding to the scaled

model (L6)
“4.1) H:%Z(u§+v]2-)+2p€+2z 2p+2+ Z Z —uh )

jezd jezd JGZd li—hl=1

where v; = w;. The Hamiltonian (.I) can be obtained scaling both the variables (u,, t,) according to (L3,

and the original Hamiltonian original energy (L2)) by ¢ 7. In the following, (4.1)) will be considered as a nearly
integrable Hamiltonian system

(4.2) H=G+F, F =0,
where G is an integrable Hamiltonian and F' is a perturbation of order O(¢)
1 2 2
G:§Z(UJ+U]),
Jjezd

2p€+2Z GRS 72 2 (y—w)

jezZe jEZd li—h|=1

(4.3)

Remark 4.1. The construction can be generalized adding higher order perturbation terms; for example, by con-
sidering the Hamiltonian corresponding to the expanded potential (1.4)

F=F+F+..., FT:O(ET).

We need some preliminary notations (for a wider treatment of the topic we refer to Section 5 of [2]]). We
consider z := (u,) in the complexified phase space P = ¢2(C) x ¢?(C) with the usual ¢2 norm, which makes
it Hilbert with the usual inner product. Given 0 < R < land 0 < 0 < %, we restrict to a ball around the origin
Bry = {z € P st. |z| < R(1 —09)}. In order to measure the size of complex valued functions g and
Hamiltonian vector fields X, on such a generic ball, we make use of the supremum norm

1
(4.4) No(g) := sup lg(2)l . Ny(g) =5 sup [[X,(2)]| -
ZEBR,D ZEBR,D

In rough words, we want to construct a normal form K which possesses a second conserved quantity given by
the £2 norm G

H=K+7P, {K,G}=0;

this additional conserved quantity corresponds to the invariance under the rotation symmetry, given by the periodic
flow <I>tG of the Hamiltonian field X. In this sense, the normal form K is a generalized dNLS model (see also
[201]); the additional conserved 